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Many of the population changes within the United States 
have been produced by migration: between 1955 and 1960 14 
million Americans changed their home state and 16 million 
changed their home state between 1965 and 1970. Large 
scale migration seems to be an enduring characteristic of 
people today. Traditionally, Americans moved northward, 
usually from farm to city. The trend now is movement from 
the city to the suburbs, which developed in more recent 
years. Indications are today that they are leaving urban 
areas altogether, especially in the northeast. 
Blacks were on the move — out of the South, heading 
for the North, and for the West. The surge in Black migra¬ 
tion during this century has been motivated by the hope of 
finding better living conditions, better jobs, and better 
educational opportunities. Their concentration on certain 
destinations makes their movement one to question. The 
2 
choice in concentration is of concern to researchers. 
As Donald Bogue states the problem, "Some of the most 
acute social problems of the world today are associated with 
migration. A population may gain in size by experiencing an 
influx of migrants and it may diminish in size by experiencing 
an exodus of some of its members to join another population. 
If this in-migration or out-migration is selective of people 
with particular demographic, social, or economic character¬ 
istics, it will affect not only the size but also the compo¬ 
sition of the population.This is true for both sending 
and receiving areas. Thus, migration is a component of popu¬ 
lation growth and causes change in population composition. 
The study of residential mobility is one of the major branches 
of demography. 
This study focuses upon recent changes in interdivi- 
sional migration among Black males in the United States. 
The Census divisions into which the United States is sub¬ 
divided are: New England, Middle Atlantic, East North Cen¬ 
tral, West North Central, Mountain and Pacific. The data 
of this study exclude the Mountain and Pacific states : 
because of their percentage of non-whites in the areas being 
a race other than Black. In 1950, one percent of the West’s 
^"Donald Bogue, Principles of Demography, (New York, 
1969): p. 755. 
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non-white population was Black, two percent in 1960, and 
eleven percent in 1970. Migration rates were calculated in 
each division. These rates are therefore used to present a 
comparative study of migration trends between 1950 and 1970. 
The main concern is to focus upon changes in migration 
trends among Black males. A focus on potential reasons are 
introduced in Chapter II as being economic opportunities, 
and occupational structure with the influence of income. 
The main objective of this thesis is to investigate hypo¬ 
theses pertinent to the study. The first hypothesis per¬ 
tains to the examination of income within division, to deter 
mine if it has any affect on the increase or decline of 
return migration. The second hypothesis pertains to the 
examination of income within divisions, to determine if its 
similarity within divisions has an affect on the decline on 
primary migration. 
The thesis consists of five chapters. The first chap¬ 
ter is the introduction. The second chapter is the histori¬ 
cal background of migration, economic opportunities, and 
occupational structure. The third chapter focuses upon the 
changing patterns in return and primary migration among 
Black males. This chapter further presents the two prev¬ 
iously mentioned hypotheses. The fourth chapter is the 
4 
analysis of the collected data. The fifth and final chapter 
is the conclusion and summary, presenting a summation of 
ideas on the study. 
CHAPTER II 
THE HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF MIGRATION, ECONOMIC 
OPPORTUNITY, AND OCCUPATIONAL STRUCTURE 
This chapter presents a review of the literature of 
the historical background of internal migration in the 
United States as it is effected by occupational structure, 
income, and economic opportunity differentials. 
Migration can be broadly defined as a change in resi¬ 
dence between two communities. According to Ravenstein, 
most migrants go only a short distance.^" As the distance 
from a certain place increases, there are fewer migrants 
who have moved from that place. Persons living near large 
cities migrate when economic expansion occurs. The oppor¬ 
tunities they forsake at home are filled up by migrants from 
more remote places. As a result, the expansion of the city 
exorts an impact, step by step, that reaches to the outer 
2 
limits of the city. A migration stream is composed of a 
^"E. G. Ravenstein, "The Laws of Migration, " Journal of 
the Royal Statistical Society 48 (June 1889): 199. 
2Ibid., p. 199. 
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main stream and a counter-stream of migrants between areas 
under consideration. Persons living in towns are less migra¬ 
tory than those living in rural areas. Where there is an 
increase in the means of transportation and a development of 
manufacturers and commerce, migration increases.'*’ Ravenstein 
states that for every main stream that occurs, there is a 
counter-stream. According to Lee, there are factors like 
family ties, climate, racial pressures, and job opportunities 
2 
which act to hold people within the area. The same factors 
also operate to attract people to and push people to leave 
the division. Bogue lists such "push" and pull factors as 
the following: 
"'Push' factors:" 
1. Decline in a national resource or in the prices paid for 
it; decreased demand for a particular product or the 
services of a particular industry; exhaustion of mines, 
timber, or agricultural resources 
2. Loss of employment resulting from being discharged for 
incompetence, from a decline in need for a particular 
activity, or from mechanization or automation of tasks 
previously performed by more labor-intensive procedures 
1Ibid., p. 199. 
2 
Everett S. Lee, "A Theory of Migration," Demography 3. 
(1966): 51. 
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3. Oppressive or repressive discriminatory treatment because 
of political, religious, or ethnic origins or membership 
4. Alienation from a community because one no longer sub¬ 
scribes to prevailing beliefs, customs, or modes of 
behavior either within one's family or within the com¬ 
munity 
5. Retreat from a community because it offers few or no 
opportunities for personal development — employment or 
marriage 
6. Retreat from a community because of catastrophe — flood, 
fire, drought, earthquake, or epidemic. 
On the other hand, "pull factors" include: 
1. Superior opportunities for employment in one's occupa¬ 
tion or opportunities to enter a preferred occupation 
2. Opportunities to earn a larger income 
3. Opportunities to obtain desired specialized education or 
training, such as a college education 
4. Preferable environment and living conditions - climate, 
housing, schools, other community facilities 
5. Dependency — movement of other persons to whom one is 
related or betrothed, such as the movement of dependents 
with a bread-winner or migration of a bride to join her 
husband 
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6. Lure of new or different activities, environments, or 
people, such as the cultural, intellectual, or recrea¬ 
tional activities of a large metropolis for rural and 
small-town residents^- 
It is incorrect to assume that these are the only factors 
that induce migration. It is also incorrect to assume that 
whenever these factors are present, migration occurs. There 
are, however, important differences between the factors 
associated with area of origin and those associated with 
area of destination. For many migrants, the area of origin 
is that in which the formative years have been spent and 
for which the general good health of youth and the absence 
of responsibilities help to undertone negative factors which 
2 
affect the individuals in their migration decisions. 
Demographers and sociologists have measured migration 
induced by growth and say the relationship between popula¬ 
tion redistribution and economic development is an important 
link in the functioning of modern economic growth. Rapid 
social and technological change in a area relative to other 
areas changes differential economic opportunities and may 
"'‘Donald J. Bogue, Principles of Demography (New York, 
1969): p. 753-754. * ' 
2 
Everett S. Lee, "A Theory of Migration," Demography 
3 (1966): 53. 
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reduce out-migration and increase in-migration. Eldrige and 
Thomas list several statements pertaining to the subject: 
1) a mere increase of population in the settled areas may 
induce migration by raising the costs of not migrating, 2)' 
an increase of population in the thinly settled areas may 
eventually reduce the cost of migration to them and again 
shift the balance in favor of further migration; and 3) when 
population migrates to thinly settled areas, new natural 
resources will probably be discovered or if previously known, 
their full magnitude will be revealed.^ 
According to Shryrock data from the 1950’s, people 
were least disposed to leave metropolitan areas and most 
2 
likely to leave smaller cities and towns. Low in-migration 
was the primary cause of population loss in rural areas, 
since the differences in out-migration rates between urban 
and rural areas is small. Shryrock states that the findings 
indicate that since migration, the adjustment of the labor 
supply to insufficient demand throughout is a slow process 
3 
confined largely to young people. This is to point out that 
^Hope T. Eldrige and Dorothy S. Thomas, Population 
Redistribution and Economic Growth Demographic Analyses and 
Interrelations (Philadelphia, 1964): p. 24. 
O 
■‘•Henry S. Shryrock, Jr., Population Mobility Within the 
United States (Chicago, 1958): p. 346. 
3Ibid., p. 347. 
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rural to urban migration is no longer the primary means of 
migration; it is the movement from small towns to larger 
cities and their surroundings. 
At one point, migration trends were basicially noted 
occuring between the North and South. Black migrants fled 
from the South to the North for some very well known reasons. 
Shryrock points out that some of the rapidly growing indus¬ 
trialized areas in the South are now attracting migrants from 
other regions. The nearly equal size of counter-streams sug¬ 
gests that much migration cannot be explained by overall 
economic differentials among areas. Shryrock says these 
counter-streams are brought on by a number of reasons such 
as: 1) return migration by workers who failed to improve 
their lot or who had personal reasons for returning home; 
2) the existence of economic opportunity which differs accord¬ 
ing to industry, occupation, race, sex, and age; 3) non¬ 
economic reasons; and 4) imperfect knowledge of relative 
opportunities in the areas.^ However, even considering 
other reasons for migrating, it is still the primary pull of 
economic opportunity that is the cornerstone behind migration 
here in the United States. 
"''Ibid., p. 351. 
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Demographers and sociologists have repeatedly attempted 
to explain when and where migration occurs. Lee has pre¬ 
sented various statements on the subject. He states that: 
1) a high degree of diversity among areas should result in 
levels of migration; 2) the volume of migration varies with 
the diversity of people: where there is great sameness among 
people whether in terms of race, ethnic origin, education, 
or income, we may expect a lesser rate of migration than 
where there is great diversity; 3) the volume of migration 
is related to the difficulty in surmounting intervening 
obstacles, (for example money problems, transportation prob¬ 
lems, etc.), as well as economic opportunities that lie 
between the point of origin and point of destination; 4) the 
volume of migration varies with fluctuations in the economy; 
5) when severe checks are imposed, volume and migration rates 
tend to increase with time.^ 
Thus, one might say that the change in economic oppor¬ 
tunity was a factor in enhancing migration. Equally, the 
lack of change in economic opportunity may enhance migration. 
For this reason, a look at the change in migration patterns 
is the main focus of the study. 
"^Everett S. Lee, "A Theory of Migration," Demography 3 
(1966): 52-58. 
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Goodrich suggests that in migration we should expect 
people to move from places where they have fared badly to 
places where people have fared better. However, there may 
well be areas in which the condition of the present inhabi¬ 
tants would be a poor indication of what newcomers might 
expect, and the future distribution of economic opportunity 
will doubtless differ from that which has determined the 
1 
relative factors of communities in the past. 
Economic opportunities can be broadly defined as those 
factors that effect the growing development of job oppor¬ 
tunities. According to Goodrich, during the Great Depres¬ 
sion, instead of migrating to other areas where factories 
were closed and opportunity had fallen, people tended to 
2 
remain in the South. It was to these agricultural oppor¬ 
tunities that a large part of the population turned during 
this particular period. Even current policies such as equal 
employment and equal opportunity cannot be judged except on 
the basis of a predication as to the probable cause and 
location of economic opportunities over a relatively long 
period. Therefore, Goodrich remarks that there is little 
^■Carter Goodrich; Bushrod W. Allen; Herman L. Braunde; 
Daniel B. Creamer; Marion Hayes; C. Warren Thornwaite; Fred¬ 
rick G. Tryon; Rupert B. Vance et. al., Migration and Econo¬ 
mic Opportunity (Philadelphia, 1936): p. 2. 
2Ibid., p. 7. 
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doubt that the westward movement would continue until the 
land was occupied. However, long before the frontier 
closed, there was a large movement from farms to cities, but 
between 1930 and 1933 this trend was reversed and there was 
a net movement back to farms.^ Also, supportive of this 
view, Stouffer remarks that the number of people migrating 
to an area is directly proportional to opportunities in that 
area, and the number further depends on the number of inter¬ 
vening opportunities. For example, intervening opportunities 
are jobs, money, and those opportunities one might find 
2 
between hxs point of origin and point of destination. This 
is the primary reason why large numbers of Blacks are leav¬ 
ing areas of lesser economic opportunity for the areas of 
greater economic opportunity.. 
In essence, migration and the redistribution of popu¬ 
lation between various parts of the country are major ways 
in which people respond to changing economic opportunities 
emerging in the course of economic growth. 
Economic growth in modern times has meant a substan¬ 
tial rate of population growth and above all, a substantial 
1Ibid., p. 11. 
2 
Samuel A. Stouffer, "Intervening Opportunities: A 
Theory Relating Mobility and Distance," American Sociological 
Review 5 (December 1940): 846. 
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and rapid rate of rise in per capita product  inevitably 
accompanied and, indeed, largely accomplished by rapid 
shifts in the proportions of various industries in the pro¬ 
ductive structure of the economy and in the proportions of 
various goods in consumption.^ One question before us is 
how did the growth of population and the structural changes 
in population and consumption generate changing economic oppor¬ 
tunities that induced migration? Eldridge and Thomas offer 
an answer in the following manner. 
1) A rise in population numbers, even assuming no change in 
technology and no significant rise in per capita product, 
changes differential economic opportunities and induces 
migration if it occurs in a population settled in only 
part of a country's territory — a situation typical of 
young countries recently settled, like North America or 
Oceania through most of the 19nth century, but true also 
of those older countries that still have an internal fron¬ 
tier with a thinly settled potentially valuable region. 
If the initially uneven distribution of the population 
within the country was due to the fact that the supply of 
land in settled areas was adequate for this population 
■*"Hope T. Eldridge and Dorothy Thomas, Population 
Redistribution and Economic Growth, (Philadelphia, 1964):p.xxviii 
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and it could avoid the costs of pioneering in, and the 
burdens of transport from, the thinly settled frontier 
areas, an increase of population numbers in the settled 
areas would in and of itself reduce the land-man ratio 
— eventually to a point where the differential attrac¬ 
tion of a move to a less settled area would be great 
enough to offset the costs of pioneering. Thus, a mere 
increase of population in the settled areas may induce 
migration by raising the costs of not migrating. Second, 
an increase of population in the thinly settled areas may 
eventually reduce the cost of migration to them; it thus 
again shifts the balance in favor of further migration. 
An increasing population total in a previously thinly 
settled area would yield economics of scale that would 
warrant more and better transportation facilities to the 
older areas of settlement that existed theretofore; permit 
a division of labor within these newly settled areas that 
was not feasible earlier; and in general, reduce substan¬ 
tially the costs of pioneering. Third, when population 
migrates to thinly settled areas, new natural resources 
will probably be discovered. It is thus not unlikely 
that migration toward some thinly settled areas, motivated 
by the availability of a known resource, will be followed 
16 
by further migration induced by these new sets of economic 
opportunities. 
2) One other aspect of growth in consumption levels associ¬ 
ated with modern economic growth may have wide effects 
on migration. In so far as higher per capita income may 
be associated with reduced pressure of the dollar-earning 
aspects of a job and greater importance attached to con¬ 
ditions of work and life associated with it, the differ¬ 
ential economical opportunities for would-be migrants 
would include differences not only in earnings over some 
future time span but also in conditions of life.^" 
Technological changes, because they are selective in 
their impact, induce structural shifts in the productive sys¬ 
tem. As modern economy becomes increasingly urban and large, 
the differentials in the rate of growth of economic oppor¬ 
tunities by locality may be negatively correlated with dif¬ 
ferences in rate of natural increase of population. Thus, 
Eldridge and Thomas say that shifts were made toward the 
larger, more impersonal, economic unit in the productive 
system, and toward an increasing proportion of wage and 
salary employers rather than independent self-employed 
•'"Ibid. 
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enterpreneurs in the labor force. Further, Eldridge and 
Thomas state that movements closely associated with shifts 
in the industrial structure emphasized above may induce 
internal migration over and above that required by the fac¬ 
tors already indicated.^" The opportunities are of a smaller 
range for the less-skilled employees than those better equip¬ 
ped to climb the economic ladder. Therefore, Eldridge and 
Thomas state that while the course of economic growth 
changes in differential earning, opportunities may gradually 
slow down so that one would expect the volume of internal 
migration oriented toward earning differentials to decline. 
Also, the increasing weight of the consumption aspects of 
differential opportunities may induce a continuation of a 
large volume of internal migration, substained by an increas- 
2 
ing proportion within that consumption-oriented stream. 
These changes in economic structure and economic opportunities 
do change and vary in different parts of the country. Econo¬ 
mic growth helps to reduce the cost of migration and make it • 
even more responsive to changes in differential economic 
opportunities. Also in existence is an optimal volume of 
internal migration which supplies labor needed in areas where 
^Ibid., p. xxvii. 
2Ibid., p. xix. 
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the labor supply is inadequate. Eldridge and Thomas con¬ 
clude that net migration to and within the United States 
responded positively and significantly to decadal swings 
in economic activity.'*' 
According to Bogue, the interregional flow of migra¬ 
tion appears to have played a part in this development 
because there have been consistent net flows from areas of 
2 
low income toward areas of higher income. 
One of Shryock1s principal concerns was with the 
"effectiveness" of migration. In "effective" migration 
there is very little milling about, but rather a clear pre¬ 
ponderance of either in-migration or out-migration for 
each area. He found that effectiveness can differ a great 
deal from one part of the United States to another and can 
fluctuate over time. High negative effectiveness seems to 
characterize the areas of greatest economic hardship and 
high positive effectiveness is found in areas of greatest 
economic expansion. Thus, Shryrock hypothesizes, as inter¬ 
regional differences in economic opportunity decrease, the 
3 
effectiveness of migration also decreases. 
^Ibid., p. 368. 
^Bogue, Principles of Demography, p. 783. 
■^Shryrock, Population Mobility Within the United States, 
p. 356 
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Thus, the fundamental discovery here is that the flow 
of migration during any particular interval of time is condi¬ 
tioned by the fundamental changes that are taking place in 
the regional division of labor, technology, and status in the 
national economy at that particular time.'*' 
The proposition that migration is primarily motivated 
by the search for occupational opportunity and that its vol¬ 
ume and direction are primarily influenced by job opportunity 
has been shown in many studies. According to Piblaid and 
Gregory, the tendency for those with higher abilities to 
move disproportionately toward larger cities and to make 
longer moves is probably the result of occupational choice. 
Occupations which tend to attract superior individuals have 
tended to offer their best opportunities in larger communi- 
2 
ties. Piblaid and Gregory suggest that since it seems to be 
true that a higher order of ability and talent is necessary 
for entrance into the professions and related white collar 
occupations that seems to be the case for common labor and 
farming, the process of occupational selection is largely 
responsible for the tendency of those with higher intelli- 
^Bogue, Principles of Demography, p. 793. 
2 
C. T. Piblaid and C. L. Gregory, "Occupation and Pat¬ 
terns of Migration," Social Forces 34 (October 1957): 59. 
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gence as measured by a standard test to migrate more fre¬ 
quently, to move longer distances, to be attracted more by 
the larger than the smaller cities, and to move toward cer¬ 
tain regions of the country rather than toward others.^" 
Those in the clerical field with a large number of women, 
the tendency reflects the greater mobility of women, and 
their greater tendency to settle in large cities is probably 
the result of their concentration in clerical pursuits for 
which the best job opportunities are found in metropolitan 
2 
communities. Piblaid and Gregory's study suggests that the 
professionals are the most mobile group. Clerical women have 
been less migratory than professional women. The skilled 
workers were more migratory than the unskilled but the least 
mobile group of all were those engaged in farming. Those in 
business and sales are very stable and tend to remain and find 
employment locally, but the skilled group has felt the pull 
3 
of industry expansion and they leave in large numbers. Thus, 
it can be concluded that this study suggests that many of the- 
differences between migrants and non-migrants grew out of 
occupational choice. 
■^Ibid. , p. 60. 
2Ibid., p. 61. 
2Ibid., p. 62. 
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Blaud and Duncan states that the residual differences 
between migrants and non-migrants may be indicative of the 
fact that migration increases changes of success simply 
because it improves the occupational opportunities in a man's 
environment, inasmuch as only some, and by no means all, 
variations in opportunity structure have been controlled in 
the foregoing analysis.'*' Blaud and Duncan infer that occu¬ 
pational opportunities are directly related to the degree of 
urbanization of a community, with opportunities being worst 
on farms and improving steadily with movement toward nonfarm 
rural areas, toward small cities, and finally toward large 
2 
cities. So then, with this assumption, an urbanized area 
will be most prone to attract migrants. 
When the four major regions were studied by Easterlin, 
he found that rates differ according to whether the area was 
supplier or recipient of migrants; the same pattern of decen¬ 
nial fluctuation in native born net migration rates usually 
. 3 occurs in each region. These changes were centered in non¬ 
farm areas and places undergoing new agricultural settlement, 
1Peter M. Blau and Dudley Duncan, The American Occupa¬ 
tional Structure, (New York, 1967): p. 259. 
^Ibid., p. 262. 
3 
R. A. Easterlin, "Long Swings in U.S. Demographic and 
Economic Growth: Some Findings in the Historical Pattern," 
Demography (1965): 496. 
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and they were widely diffused through the country, and the 
dominant factor on change was migration. This meant that more 
and more people would move to those areas where industria¬ 
lization began. This marked the end of farm occupations with 
the increasing development of white collar occupations. 
Ritzer points out that technical occupations are grow¬ 
ing because of an increasing need for technical skills in 
industry, and the growth in the number of professionals may 
be attributed to the increasing need for expertise as well as 
the increase in the population which requires and can afford 
their services.'*' Professional recognition is a desirable 
goal for many occupations because it carries enormous econo¬ 
mic gains and prestige value. Thus, personnel managers, 
morticians, and librarians are among the occupations currently 
striving for professional status. Historically, the title of 
professional has been granted to free occupations such as 
medicine and law; newer occupations seeking professional 
recognition are generally not free, since they must often 
find themselves within formal organizations. Ritzer believes 
those occupations which are claiming professionalization and 
^George Ritzer, Man and His Work: Conflict and Change 
(New York, 1972), p. 22. 
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their ability to achieve this goal. 
Ritzer points out that there have been significant 
changes among three groups of occupation included under the 
heading of manual occupations, but the total percentage of 
2 
manual workers has not greatly increased. There has been 
marked increase in operators and kindred workers and a large 
increase in the number of laborers, but as the technology 
advances continue, there is less need for unskilled occupa¬ 
tions."^ 
Thus, the shift in changes can be noted. The resulting 
factor is that the process of migration becomes a resulting 
factor encouraged by the structure of the occupation involved. 
All forms of farm labor have declined and it seems that what 
once was a good field to enter, is no longer feasible. Rit¬ 
zer contends that farming has been affected most by the 
impact of improved technology and the growth of huge farms, 
and far fewer workers are needed to produce the much greater 
quantity of farm produce.4 For this reason, many farmers 
have little or no choice to move to some other area of occu- 
"*"Ibid. , p. 28. 
^Ibid., 
"^Ibid.., p. 23. 
4 
Ibid., p. 24. 
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pation. This particular occupation may call for a change in 
location. Thus, the relationship between occupational struc¬ 
ture and migration becomes vivid. 
Finally, Long and Hansen respond on the subject of the 
influence that income has on inducing migration. Long and 
Hansen contend: 1) Distance has an important effect on the 
migration of persons leaving their region of birth but does 
not strongly influence return migration; 2) Return migrants 
and persons in their twenties are somewhat more sensitive 
than others to the push of low income in the sending region 
and the pull of high income at destination; 3) The pull of 
income at destination and the inhibiting effect of distance 
are coming to have decreasing influence on migration deci- 
1 
sions. 
Traditional economic theory suggests that low-income 
regions provide a "push" to potential outmigrants and high- 
income regions exercise a "pull" on potential inmigrants, 
2 
other things being equal. 
Since one of the costs of migration is income foregone 
^Larry Long and Kristin A. Hansen, "Models of Return, 
Repeat, and Primary Migration by Age and Race", Presentation 
at the annual meeting of the Population Association of Ameri¬ 




during the move and for a period of time after the move, a 
low-income region should promote outmigration because income 
foregone will be low. But income at origin may also serve 
as a source of financing a move and for this reason a high- 
income region may promote out-migration by facilitating the 
financing of a move through savings or borrowing.’'’ 
Zipf's early formulation, on the other hand, considered 
the migration between two areas to be directly proportional 
to the product of the origin and destination populations and 
inversely proportional to the distance between areas: M=P: 
Pj/D, where M is the number of migrants between areas i and 
j; Pj_ is the origin population; and D the distance between i 
and j.^ 
This chapter has focused upon the influence that occu¬ 
pational structure, income, and economic opportunity has on 
migration. The following chapter looks at the change in 
return and primary migration rates. Thus, the remainder of 




George K. Zipf, "The P^P2/D Hypothesis; In the Inter¬ 
city Movement of Persons", American Sociological Review, II 
(1946): 677-686. 
CHAPTER III 
DETERMINANT FACTORS OF RETURN 
AND PRIMARY MIGRATION 
A main concern of this study is to show the importance 
of analyzing migrants and potential migrants according to 
previous migration trends. A return migrant is broadly 
defined as an individual moving from an area and later return¬ 
ing to this same area. A return migrant is thus an individual 
who has resided in two different areas. For this reason, he 
is of concern in the study. The decision to move back to his 
area of origin is quite significant to the study of migration. 
Thus, a look at possible reasons for return migration is révé¬ 
lant. A primary migrant is a first-time mover. The migration 
of the first-time migrant is just as important as the return 
migrant. His movement shows that he is not totally satisfied 
with his community. Therefore, he seeks another area that he 
feels will provide those opportunities that his area of ori¬ 




Historically, most of the movement of Blacks has been 
concentrated between the North and South. Traditionally, 
Blacks have steadily migrated from the southern regions to 
the northern regions. The majority of migrants moved to 
escape racism, and on the other hand, they moved to increase 
socio-economic conditions. These are all well-known facts 
and need little attention at this time. This study does not 
concern itself with the reasons for previous migration trends, 
but rather to the reasons for changing migration trends in 
recent years. 
Recently, there has been a counterstream of Blacks 
returning to the South from northern regions. What could be 
the reasons for this turn-about? The assumptions that are at 
hand are three-fold. Originally, Blacks fled to the North 
because of its job market. Business was in fact booming. 
The North was the answer for better living conditions. Thus,' 
the opportunity to move to the North was thought of as a 
golden opportunity for Blacks. However, recently the South 
has been the place for large industries to originate. In 
turn, the job opportunity in the South is becoming very 
promising. So then, one reason for the change in migration 
trends could in fact be for the same reason of the original 
move; that is, the chance for better economic opportunities. 
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There are many ambitious Black men today. These men have 
always strived for advancement, wealth, and fame. If a move 
back South would better his living conditions, he is expected 
to do just that. 
Secondly, the move to a northern region sometimes indi¬ 
cated a move to a high-income region. The move therefore con¬ 
sisted of migration from a low-income region to a high-income 
region. Hence, the recent migration trend is becoming even 
more complex, because recent study shows the increase of mi¬ 
gration from high-income regions to low income regions. Why 
should an individual move from a high-income area to a low- 
income area? A high-income region means a higher cost of 
living than that of a low-income region. If the cost of 
living is less in a low-income region and that particular 
region's growth is blasting with industry, then it just might 
be considered as a potential area for future migration. An 
individual can not get ahead financially in a high-income 
area too easily. It is more feasible for him to move to an 
area where the cost of living is a little lower and to an 
area where prosperity can be seen in the future. The low- 
income regions thus become the solution to his problem. 
Thirdly, the assumption thus far has been that return 
migration seems to increase when income within divisions in- 
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crease. So then, it could be considered that when income 
among divisions are somewhat alike, little migration occurs. 
An individual may be less likely to migrate to an area if it 
is the same type of income region as his own community. 
Therefore, when two divisions become similar in this manner, 
the chance of migration could be reduced. 
In conclusion, the vast economic growth in the South, 
the high cost of living in the North, lower cost of living 
in the South, and the similarity in income between two divi¬ 
sions all are presented as reasons for the changing pattern 
in migration trends. 
The objective at this point is to formulate a series 
of testable and justifiable hypotheses. The review of prev¬ 
ious study has indicated several assumptions accounting for 
migration trends among Black males. This study, however, 
focuses on reasons for the changing in migration trends. 
The hypotheses of this study are listed as thus: 
1. As income within two divisions increases among Black males, 
the percent change in return migration rates between the 
two divisions also increase among Black males. 
2. As income within two divisions become more similar to 
each other, the rates of primary migration within the 
two divisions decline among Black males. 
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The following chapter analyzes the above hypotheses. 
Definitions of Major Concepts 
Migration is defined as a change of residence involving 
movement between communities, regions, and networks. In- 
migration refers to movement to the division and out-migration 
refers to the division from which the migrant leaves. The 
area from which a migrant departs is also called area of 
origin; whereas, the area at which he arrives is also called 
the area of destination. Migration streams consist of mi¬ 
grants who depart from a common area of origin and arrive at 
a common area of destination during a particular migration 
interval. The sum of the arrivals and departures is called 
gross migration. It is a measure of the total volume of 
population turnover that a community is experiencing. Migra¬ 
tion rates state the frequency with which the event of migra- 
tion occurs. It is the number of migratory events divided by 
the population exposed to the possibility of migration. Any 
particular area may be receiving migrants from some areas and 
losing migrants to other areas and losing migrants to other 
areas. The net balance between arrivals and departures is 
termed net migration. A pull factor reflects that migration 
may occur as a result of a search for an opportunity to im¬ 
prove living conditions. Hence, a push factor is a flight 
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from an area of little or no economic opportunity. A pri¬ 
mary percent change is the percentage of change in first¬ 
time movers, compared between the periods studied. Whereas, 
a return percent change is the percentage of change in mi¬ 
grants returning to the area of origin. The index of relative 
income is the income ratio between the years 1950 and 1970. 
Data Sources 
Data were collected from Lifetime and Recent Migration 
1970, for the United States Census of Population. Migration 
for 1960 and 19 50 were collected from the United States Popu-1. 
lation Summary on General Characteristics. The United States 
Population Summary reports were also the source of supplying 
income data for 1960 and 1970. Due to the difference in con¬ 
tent of the 1950 census reports, the individual state vol¬ 
umes were used in preparing tables for this period. The 
beginning of the periods are used rather than ."the end because 
of the lack of availability of data for the year 1975. Med¬ 
ian income was used to calculate income data. Income levels 
were listed in both as following: 
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1 to 499 < 
500 to 999 
1,000 to 1,499 
1, 500 to 1,999 
2,000 to 2,499 
2, 500 to 2,999 
3,000 to 3,499 
3,500 to 3,999 
4,000 to 4,499 
4, 500 to 4,999 
5,000 to 5,999 
6,000 to 6,999 
7,000 to 9,999 
10,000 and over 
The preceding chapter analyzes the data compiled in 
order to accept or reject the hypotheses. The data are pre¬ 
sented in table form from which the hypotheses are tested. 
CHAPTER IV 
DATA ANALYSES 
This chapter examines the two hypotheses presented in 
Chapter III based on 1955-1960 and 1965-1970 migration data. 
The analyses of 1950 data were excluded because of their 
lack of availability for all révélant data needed. 
Hypothesis I 
As income within two divisions increases among Black 
males, the percent change in return migration rates 
between the two divisions also increases among Black 
males. 
Table I shows out-migration rates for Black males by 
type of migration and migration period. The table was formu 
lated to provide for the calculating of the percent change 
in migration rates. The percent change in return and pri¬ 
mary migration rates are therefore obtained from this table 
and thus make-up data for Table II. Table III shows the 
index of relative income. 
Between 1955 and 1960, while the index of relative 
income increased between two divisions, the percent change 
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TABLE 1 
OUTMIGRATION RATES FOR BLACK MALES BY TYPE OF MIGRATION AND MIGRATION PERIOD 
Interdivisional Streams 
Primary Return 
1955-1960 1965-1970 1955-1960 , 1965-1970 
New England to: 
Middle Atlantic 13.7 
East North Central 4.4 
West North Central 1.2 
South Atlantic 11.6 
East South Central 0.8 
Middle Atlantic to: 
New England 3.0 
East North Central 4.1 
West North Central 1.0 
South Atlantic 12.7 
East South Central 1.6 
West South Central 2.5 
East North Central to: 
New England 1.1 
Middle Atlantic 2.4 
11.6 98. 5 174.4 
4.5 123.6 238.9 
1.9 153.7 128.8 
13.7 35.7 68.6 
1.0 26.6 34.4 
2.7 51.4 63.6 
4.0 51. 5 146.8 
1.2 25.6 58.0 
12.4 26.7 43.7 
1.3 14.0 26.0 
1.9 39.1 46.0 
0.9 183.8 195.2 
2.0 139.0 259.3 
TABLE 1—Continued 
Primary Return 
Interdivisional Streams 1955-1960. 
West North Central 4.5 
South Atlantic • 6.5 
East South Central 4.1 
West South Central 4.1 
West North Central to: 
New England 1.0 
Middle Atlantic 2.4 
East North Central 15.0 
South Atlantic 4.4 
East South Central 1.6 
West South Central 5.1 
South Atlantic to: 
New England 0.9 
Middle Atlantic 18.5 
East North Central 4.4 
West North Central 0.5 
East South Central 2.0 
West South Central 1.3 
1965-1970 1955-1960 . 1965-1970 
1.6 38.2 43.3 
5.4 23.1 29.7 
4.0 16.1 17.0 
2.7 23.8 28.3 
0.9 183.3 195.2 
2.0 139.0 259.3 
15.1 100.3 202.3 
5.6 117. 5 198.2 
2.3 16.9 34.8 
6.9 36.3 45.2 
o 
1.7 244.8 301.7 
13.2 147.9 247.4 
5.0 48.8 286.8 
1.1 97.9 193.1 
1.8 46.9 , 61.1 
2.4 87.0 133.7 
TABLE 1—Continued 
Interdivisional Streams 
Primary ’ Return 
1955-1960 1965-1970 , 1955-1960 . 1965-1970 
East South Central to: 
New England 0.9 1.7 244.8 301.7 
Middle Atlantic 4. 5 5.5 191.2 342.6 
East North Central 28.7 34.2 202.8 423.6 
West North Central 3.7 4.1 120.1 248.0 
South Atlantic 10.0 io.9 96.3 151.8 
West South Central 1.3 2.4 87.0 99.3 
West South Central to: 
New England 0. 5 0.6 175.2 178.1 
Middle Atlantic 1.4 1.3 182.7 318.9 
East North Central 7.1 8.9 183.9 271.2 
West North Central 5.0 3.9 130.0 218.4 
South Atlantic 2. 5 4.0 155.2 215.6 
East South Central 1.7 1.7 37.3 45.1 
Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1960, Subject Reports 
Lifetime and Recent Migration, (Washington , D. C.: U. S. Government Printing Office, 
1963); U. S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1970, Subject Reports, Life- 
time and Recent Migration,(Washington, D.C .: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1973). 
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in return migration increased. Table III shows that there 
was an increase in the index of relative income between 
Middle Atlantic and several other divisions. During this 
same period, Table II shows that there was also an increase 
in the percent change in return migration rates between 
those divisions. Further, the same relationship holds true 
for other comparisons. For example, between 1955 and 1960, 
the index of relative income shows an increase of 1 percent 
between South Atlantic and East South Central, while the 
percent change in return migration increased a little over 
30 percent. 
Hence, all comparisons for this period show that when¬ 
ever there was an increase in income between the two divi¬ 
sions, the percent change in return migration rates also 
increased. 
Between 1965 and 1970, the same comparisons were made. 
Table III shows that' the index of relative income increased 
between New England and the Middle Atlantic, and at the same 
time Table II shows that the percent in return migration 
rates also increased. For example, in 1970 the index of 
relative income was 2 percent more than the index in 1955, 
while the percent change in return migration rates had 
increased 26 percent between these divisions. Thus, after 
TABLE 2 
PERCENT CHANGE IN PRIMARY AND RETURN MIGRATION RATES 
FOR BLACK MALES, 1955-1960 TO 1965-1970 
Interdivisional 
Streams Primary   Return 
New England to: 
Middle Atlantic -15.3 77.0 
East North Central 2.2 93.3 
West North Central 58.3 83.8 
South Atlantic 18.1 92.1 
East South Central 25.0 29.3 
West South Central 15.1 40.8 






i—i i 23.7 
East North Central -2.4 55.3 
West North Central 20.0 26.6 
South Atlantic -2.4 63.7 
East South Central -18.8 85. 7 
West South Central -24.0 17.6 
East North Central to: 
New England -18.1 -56.1 
Middle Atlantic -41. 5 4.8 
West North Central -64.4 13.4 
South Atlantic -16.9 28.6 
East South Central -2.4 5.6 
West South Central -34.1 18.9 
West North Central to: 
New England -10.0 6.5 
Middle Atlantic -16.7 86. 5 
East North Central 0.6 1.7 
South Atlantic 27.3 68.7 
East South Central 43.8 5.9 




Streams Primary Return 
South Atlantic to: 
New England 11.5 80.7 
Middle Atlantic -28.6 67.3 
East North Central 13.6 87.7 
West North Central 20.0 97.2 
East South Central -10.0 30.3 
West South Central 84.6 53.7 
East South Central to: 
New England 88.9 23.2 
Middle Atlantic 22.2 79.2 
East North Central 19.1 8.9 
West North Central 10.8 6.5 
South Atlantic 9.0 57.6 
West South Central -1.7 21.4 
West South Central to: 
New England 20.0 1.7 
Middle Atlantic -7.1 74.5 
East North Central 25.4 47.4 
West North Central -22.0 68.0 
South Atlantic 60.0 38.9 
East South Central 0.0 20.9 
Source: Same as TABLE 1 
TABLE 3 
INDEX OF RELATIVE INCOME FOR DIVISIONS AMONG 
BLACK MALES, 1955 AND 1965 
Divisions 1955 1965 
New England and: 
Middle Atlantic 1.04 1.00 
East North Central 1.09 1.07 
West North Central 0.87 0.83 
South Atlantic 0.61 0.63 
East South Central 0.45 0.48 
West South Central 0. 55 0. 57 
Middle Atlantic and: 
East North Central 1.05 1.07 
West North Central 0.89 0.81 
South Atlantic 0.49 0.82 
East South Central 0.43 0.48 
West South Central 0. 52 0.60 
East North Central and: 
West North Central 0.79 0.77 
South Atlantic 0.60 0. 59 
East South Central 0.41 0. 50 
West South Central 0.63 0.70 
West North_.Central and: 
South Atlantic 0.70 0.80 
East South Central 0. 52 0. 58 
West South Central 0.63 0.70 
South Atlantic and: 
East South Central 0.75 0.77 
West South Central 0.90 0.90 
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TABLE 3—Continued 
Divisions 1955 1965 
East South Central and; 
West South Central 1.20 1.17 
Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census, U. S. Census of Pop¬ 
ulation: 1950, General Social and Economie Characteristics, 
(Washington, D. C.: U. S. Government Printing Office, 1953); 
U. S. Bureau of the Census, Census of Population: 1960, Gen¬ 
eral Social and Economic Characteristics, (Washington, D.C.: 
U. S. Government Printing Office, 1963) ; U. S. Bureau of the 
Census, Census of Population: 1970, General Social and Eco¬ 
nomic Characteristics, (Washington, D. C.: U. S. Government 
Printing Office, 1972). 
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TABLE 4 
MEDIAN INCOME OF BLACK MALES BY DIVISION 
OF RESIDENCE, 19.55 AND 196 5 
Percent 
Division 1955($) 1965($) Change 
New England 3,315 5,205 63.7 
Middle Atlantic 3,456 5,239 66.0 
East North Central 3,640 5,603 65.0 
West North Central 2,892 4,325 67.0 
South Atlantic 2,026 3,279 61.8 
East South Central 1,518 2,519 60.2 
West South Central 1,824 2,968 61.4 
Source: Same as TABLE 3. 
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making the same comparison between all other divisions, the 
same result occured. 
Hence, all comparisons for both periods show that when¬ 
ever there was an increase in the index of relative income 
between two divisions, the percent change in return migration 
rates also increased. Therefore, the initial hypothesis is 
supported by the data presented in Tables II and III. 
Hypothesis II 
As income within two divisions become more similar to 
each other, the rates of primary migration within the 
two divisions decline among Black males. 
In order to justify this hypothesis, a comparison 
between Table I and Table III was conducted. Table I shows 
the change in primary migration rates. In comparing change 
in the index of income between New England and South Atlantic, 
the index becomes similar. However, the primary migration 
rate did not decline but rather increased 2.1 percent. 
All other comparisons were made in the same manner. 
In comparing change in the index of income between West North 
Central to South Atlantic, East South Central and West South 
Central, the index becomes similar. However, in all cases, 
the primary migration rate did not decline but increased 
between the divisions. 
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There were thirteen cases observed where the compari¬ 
sons showed that the two divisions index became more similar 
to the other. However, primary migration rates declined 
only 46 percent of the time. That is, out of the thirteen 
cases, primary migration rates declined only between six 
comparisons. 
Therefore, Hypothesis II is rejected according to data 
shown in Table I and III. 
CHAPTER V 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 
This thesis consisted of an examination of the changing 
patterns of migration trends among Black males in the United 
States. Two hypotheses were formulated and tested in the 
examination of the change in Black migration. The hypotheses 
are listed below as: 
1. As income within two divisions increases among Black 
males, the percent change in return migration rates 
between the two divisions also increases among Black 
males. 
2. As income within two divisions becomes more similar to 
each other, the rates of primary migration within the 
two divisions decline among Black males 
The first hypothesis was supported by the data from 
Table II and Table III. In all comparisons made, the increase 
in income within the two divisions was followed by the 
increase in the percent change in return migration rates. 
However, the second hypothesis was rejected. Data 
from Table I and Table III did not confirm the assumption 
made in this hypothesis. Even when income within two 
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divisions was followed by the increase in the percent change 
in return migration rates. 
However, the second hypothesis was rejected. Data 
from Table I and Table III did not confirm the assumption in 
this hypothesis. Even when income within two divisions 
became similar, primary migration rates did not decline. 
Conclusion 
Oh the basis of the findings presented on the hypotheses, 
two very important statements can be outlined. First, recent 
change in Black migration shows that as income increases 
between two divisions, so does return migration. One reason 
for this change may be due to the disadvantages found in the 
division where one resides and the advantages of his original 
residence. Disadvantages include such factors as high living 
expenses, poor geographic conditions, and even social condi¬ 
tions. Whereas advantages are noted as being just the oppo¬ 
site of the disadvantages. 
Second, recent change in Black migration also shows that 
even when income between divisions become similar, migration 
between those divisions does not decline. In some cases, 
migration rates remained the same and in other cases the 
rates increased. Thus, income is becoming to have little 
influence on Black migration. 
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In conclusion, this thesis includes basic assumptions 
for further study. Further study should concentrate on 
introducing reasons for the increase in primary migration. 
Since income seems to have a decreasing influence on Black 
migration decisions, other assumptions must be examined and 
explored 
APPENDIX 
STATES INCLUDED IN DIVISIONS 
New England 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
and Connecticut. 
Middle Atlantic 
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. 
East North Central 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin. 
West North Central 
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, and Kansas. 
South Atlantic 
Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia, Virginia, West 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and 
Florida. 
East South Central 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and Mississippi. 
West South Central 
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